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This Needs Assessment is a requirement by the Texas Department of Housing and Community Affairs (TDHCA) 
for recipients of the Community Service Block Grant (CSBG).  For Travis County, the Austin/Travis County 
Health and Human Services Department is the administrator of CSBG funds. This needs assessment takes into 
account demographic and other data to illustrate the conditions and causes of poverty in Travis County.  In 
addition, this needs assessment references secondary sources on Travis County community data, including data 
from the City of Austin, the Community Advancement Network (CAN), the Travis County Health and Human 
Services & Veterans Services Department, and United Way for Greater Austin.  

Drawing on the work from these sources ensures that this needs assessment not only benefits from additional 
analysis on key trends affecting Travis County, but also provides a consistent assessment of the needs of low-
income Travis County residents.  As discussed further in the methodology section, the work of these organizations, 
among others, is included in this analysis, in addition to primary data and data pulled from Community Commons.   

Key Findings 

Travis County, along with the entire Austin metropolitan area, has seen dramatic growth and demographic changes 
in recent years. Austin was listed by Forbes magazine as the second fastest growing city in America and continues to 
top òbest ofó lists including best economy and best quality of life indicators such as the best place to raise a family.  
This growth has been in concert with shifts in the demographics, the economy and educational system, and the 
housing market ð all factors that impact where and how overall poverty as well as poverty for specific sub-
populations is concentrated in Travis County. A summary of the causes and conditions of poverty and identified 
needs in Travis County is listed below; Sections, V, VI and VII of the full report provide a detailed overview of the 
quantitative causes and conditions of poverty and the needs identified in the needs assessment process. Many of the 
causes and conditions of poverty are key findings from the Community Advancement Network (CAN) 2015 
Dashboard Report.1 

Causes and Conditions of Poverty: Demographics 

¶ Travis County experienced population growth of over 30 percent from 2000 to 2013. 

¶ Poverty has dramatically increased in Travis County since 2000, with an increase in poverty from 9.9 percent to 
15.9 percent in 2013. 

¶ 54 percent of the Austin metropolitan areaõs poor population live in neighborhoods with poverty rates of 20 
percent or higher.  

¶ Low-income households are increasingly located in outer parts of Travis County and the surrounding counties 
and decreasingly located in the Central City.  The percentage of families with children is also decreasing in the 
central core. 

¶ Children are more likely to suffer from poverty in Travis County, with one in five children under the age of 18 
living in poverty.  Female headed households and racial and ethnic minorities have much higher rates of 
poverty.  In comparison, seniors have relatively low rates of poverty. 

                                                 
1 CAN Dashboard 2015: Key Socioeconomic Indicators for Greater Austin and Travis County. Online at 
http://www.cancommunitydashboard.org/files/2015CANCommunityDashboard.pdf.  

 Executive Summary I.

http://www.cancommunitydashboard.org/files/2015CANCommunityDashboard.pdf
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¶ Poverty rates may be starting to decline in the City of Austin and Travis County. According to the City of 
Austin Demographer, this could be due to a growing suburbanization of poverty. 

¶ Disparities by race and ethnicity persist across many indicators, most prominently in criminal justice, but 
extending to health, basic needs, and education. 

¶ More than one-third of residents have low-incomes and one out of five struggle with food insecurity. People 
with low-incomes fare worse across a host of community indicators, from health to education.   

 
Causes and Conditions of Poverty: Economy & Educational System 

¶ While Travis County as a whole is doing well compared to other communities in many key indicators, many 
people living in poverty in Travis County are not experiencing that success and are often economically 
segregated in low-opportunity neighborhoods without access to quality schools and employment. 

¶ Without access to educational opportunities, low-income households will not be able to move out of poverty 
through better employment. 

¶ Low-income students are not seeing adequate gains in educational attainment. 

¶ Austinõs strong economy has led the area to achieve unemployment levels that are well below those of the 
nation as a whole, but the top five occupations pay $31,000 per year or less.  

¶ Local graduation and college readiness rates have improved, but only 30 percent of Central Texas high school 
graduates, and 13 percent of low-income graduates completed a post-secondary credential at a Texas institution 
of higher education within six years of finishing high school. 

Causes and Conditions of Poverty: Housing 

¶ The lack of affordable housing continues to challenge low-income households to stay in the neighborhood of 
their choice and African American and Hispanic households are no longer concentrated only in areas of Central 
and East Austin. 

¶ Over a third of households are housing òcost-burdened,ó including almost half of all renter households and 
three-fourths of renters with annual incomes below $50,000. 

¶ To meet current demand, the City of Austin Housing Market Study finds that Austin needs an additional 48,000 
rental units affordable to people earning $25,000 or less. 

Top Needs Identified by 2-1-1 Callers in Travis County, 2014 
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Note: The needs do not reflect callersõ requests for Medicaid and SNAP benefits which were the top identified needs. Callers 
may report multiple needs so the number of needs listed will be slightly different from the number of callers.  
Source: United Way for Greater Austin, April 2015.  
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(Page 1 of 2)  
Subrecipient:  Austin/Travis County Health and Human Services Division 

The Community Services Block Grant (CSBG) Act requires States administering this grant to secure a Community Needs Assessment from 
CSBG eligible entities.  Subrecipients must submit this Community Needs Assessment Results Overview along with a 2015 CSBG Community Needs 
Assessment (CNA) Report by June 30, 2015. Refer to the Develop a CNA Report section of this document for guidance on creating a CNA 
report.  

1. Community Needs Assessment Overview - Complete the table with the requested information for each county in the CSBG service 

area.  

# County 
* Poverty 

Population 
 

# of 
Residents 

and 
Others** 
Surveyed 

# Clients 
Surveyed 

# of Community 
Forum Held 

# of Focus 
Group held 

Title of Elected 
Officials 

In terviewed 

Name of 
Board 

Members 
Interviewed 

Name of  
Organizations 
Interviewed 

1 Travis 
County 

15.9% 255 219 N/A  N/A  Austin City 
Council 
Members (3) 

Mitchell 
Harrison;  
Angelica 
Noyola; 
Gilberto Rivera;  
Bettye Taylor 

 

53 service 
providers 
surveyed 

2          

3          

4          

5          

6          

7          

8          

9          

10          
 

* Poverty Population according to the numbers published by the Community Commons website. 
** This category includes all other respondents to the survey except clients and service providers, including residents of Austin/Travis County (222 responses), 
local officials (2 responses), volunteers (22 responses), and other (9 responses). 

 Community Needs Assessment Results Overview II.
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COMMUNITY NEEDS ASSESSMENT RESULTS OVERVIEW (Page 2 of 2) 
Subrecipient:   

2. Overview of top 5 needs by type of data collection method - Complete the table with the requested information for each 

county in the CSBG service area:   

# 
Client 

Surveys 

Resident
& Other 
Surveys* 

Forums 
Focus 
Group 

Elected Officials/  
Board Members 

Interviewed 

Service 
Providers 
Surveyed 

Quantitative 
Data 

FINAL 
RANKING OF 
TOP NEEDS 

1 
1 1 N/A  N/A  2 2 4 

Employment 

2 
4 3 N/A  N/A  1 1 2 

Housing 
Services 

3 
2 2 N/A  N/A  4 5 3 

Education 

4 
3 5 N/A  N/A  3 3 1 

Basic Needs 

5 
5 4 N/A  N/A  5 4 5 

Health 

 

*This category includes all other respondents to the survey except clients and service providers, including residents of Austin/Travis County (222 responses), local 

officials (2 responses), volunteers (22 responses), and other (9 responses). 

 

3. Sources utilized to obtain the Quantitative Data for the Community Needs Assessment (CNA) ð Indicate the sources used 

by either checking the applicable boxes and/or providing a description:  

  The Community Commons website www.communitycommons.org  
  Other sources.  Identify the other sources that were utilized:  2-1-1 Data, CAPCOG, ACS, U.S. Census, City of Austin 

Demographer, Travis County HHS&VS - Research and Planning Division, Martin Prosperity Institute, Metropolitan Policy 
Program at Brookings, City of Austin-  NHCD, Austin/Travis County Health and Human Services Department,  Central Texas 
Afterschool Network, the Kirwan Institute, ECHO, Texas A&M Real Estate Center, Marcus and Millichap, National Low-Income 
Housing Coalition, Austin/Travis County Reentry Roundtable, Community Advancement Network of Austin/Travis County, 
Texas A&M Transportation Institute, IRNIX Scorecard, United Way for Greater Austin, Feeding America, Texas Food Bank 
Network, Healthy Places ð Healthy People, E3 Alliance, Ready by 21, Center for Public Policy Priorities, Texas Workforce 
Investment Council, Literacy in Central Texas, Greenlights for Non-Profit Success 

http://www.communitycommons.org/
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Note:  Subrecipients that need more space than what is provided in this form may develop their own forms with the same information or add additional pages of 
this form. 

4. Provide the page numbers in the CNA Report where the key findings on the causes and conditions of poverty and the needs 

are identified, as required by CSBG Organizational Standard 3.4: A summary of the causes and conditions of poverty can 

be found in Section V (pages 10-11), and the Top Identified Needs chart is located in Section XI on page 91.  
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The Austin/Travis County Health and Human Services Department (A/TCHHSD) serves as the Community 
Action Agency (CAA) for Travis County and receives federal Community Services Block Grant Funds (CSBG) 
funds passed through the Texas Department of Housing & Community Affairs (TDHCA) funds annually to 
provide services to combat poverty. A/TCHHSD utilizes CSBG funds as the primary source of support for the 
Cityõs six neighborhood centers and three outreach locations.  Services provided through these A/TCHHSD 
locations include basic needs, employment assistance and support, social work case management and preventive 
health.  Federal regulations require CAAõs to conduct needs assessments and use the results to design programs to 
meet community needs. 

New guidelines for the Community Needs Assessment process were released by TDHCA in March 2015, and 
include the following requirements: 

¶ Must be conducted every 3 years;  

¶ Must collect current poverty data and its prevalence related to gender, age, and race/ethnicity;  

¶ Must collect and analyze both qualitative and quantitative data on its service areas;  

¶ Must include key findings on the causes and conditions of poverty and the needs;  

¶ The governing board must formally accept the completed assessment;  

¶ Must inform an outcome-based and anti-poverty focused Community Action Plan; and 

¶ Customer satisfaction data and input identified should be considered in the strategic planning process. 

A/TCHHSD contracted with Woollard Nichols & Associates (WNA) to support the community needs assessment 
process and report development.  

The Austin Community Development Commission (CDC) serves as the required CSBG Governing Board for 
Travis County. The CDC approved the Needs Assessment plan on May 12th, 2015 and formally accepted the final 
completed needs assessment on June 1st, 2015.  

  

 Introduction  III.
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Quantitative Analysis 
In order to capture a full analysis of the causes and conditions of poverty in Travis County, multiple data sources 
were utilized. The report relies heavily on the use of secondary resources to help complete the quantitative picture 
of the causes and conditions of poverty.   The primary data source for the demographics and condition in the 
County were pulled from Community Commons, a web-based resource created to assist Community Action 
Agencies to compile quantitative data and to produce maps. The Community Commons data was suggested by 
TDHCA to use for the report and provides a wealth of data. The Community Commons resource does not readily 
provide an ability to pull data by type of data source, such as an option to pull 1-Year American Community Survey 
data versus 5-Year estimates or to provide an option of what date to pull the data. Therefore, some of the data from 
Community Commons may differ slightly from other secondary sources depending on the data source.  
 
In order to gauge the priorities and analysis done by groups and agencies that also report and analyze poverty and 
related conditions in the County, the team gathered a wealth of secondary resources that included reports by the 
Travis County Health and Human Services Department; the City of Austin Demographer, Ryan Robinson; the 
Community Advancement Network (CAN); and the City of Austinõs Draft Analysis of Impediments to Fair 
Housing Choice, among others.   All sources are noted throughout the report. 

Qualitative Analysis 

Surveys 

To capture qualitative feedback on the local needs and conditions of poverty, the team conducted a community 
needs survey asking respondents to rank the needs of their neighborhood.  The survey was administered through 
Survey Monkey and available to anyone residing or working in Travis County. It was available in English and 
Spanish. The survey was promoted through the Austin/Travis County Health and Human Services web site, the 
Austin Monitor local news web site, as well as online through email distribution to recipients of the Cityõs social 
service contracts. See the table below for a full listing of community outreach conducted during the Needs 
Assessment process. 
 
The survey was available from April 17th through May 6th. In addition, paper copies were distributed in English and 
Spanish at the Neighborhood Centers and at times, such as during the food distribution, staff were available to help 
clients fill out the survey.  Clients were also given the opportunity to fill out a client satisfaction survey, and service 
providers were asked an additional set of questions relating specifically to provision of services. 528 total survey 
responses were received, including responses from 219 clients, 255 residents, and 53 service providers. Survey 
respondents were widespread geographically, indicating responses from 30 zip codes in Travis County.  According 
the sample size calculator recommended by TDHCA, with a recommended 5 percent margin of error, 90 percent 
confidence level, and 50 percent response distribution, the minimum sample size was 2712. Based on the 528 total 
survey responses received, the actual confidence level was between 95 and 99 percent.  
  

                                                 
2 According to results at www.raosoft.com/samplesize.hmtl. Date retrieved: May 22, 2015.  

 Methodology IV.

http://www.raosoft.com/samplesize.hmtl
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CSBG Needs Assessment Outreach  

Meetings 

Colony Park Neighborhood Association Meeting: Monday, April 20, 2015 

Restore Rundberg Meeting: Thursday,  April 23, 2015 

Southeast Contact Team Meeting: Tuesday, April 28, 2015 

 

Social Media 

Health and Human Services Department Web site 

Austin Council Member Ora Houstonõs Web page 

Next Door Social Network Posting ð 12 neighborhoods throughout Austin 

St. John Neighborhood Association Webpage 

 

Neighborhood Associations and Other Groups Contacted 

East Cesar Chavez Neighborhood Planning Team 

Govalle/Johnston Terrace Neighborhood 

Rosewood Neighborhood Contact Team 

Galindo Elementary Neighborhood Association 

Montopolis Community Alliance 

Montopolis Neighborhood Association 

LBJ Neighborhood Association 

Pecan Springs/Springdale Hill neighborhoods 

University Hills neighborhood 

Windsor Park Neighborhood Contact Team 

Windsor Park Neighborhood Association 

Austin Neighborhood Councils East 

Mendez Family Resource Center 

River City Youth Foundation 

 

Surveys Conducted During Distributions Held in Partnership with the Capital Area Food Bank 

Turner Roberts Recreation Center (Colony Park) 

South Austin Neighborhood Center 

Montopolis Neighborhood Center 

Rosewood-Zaragosa Neighborhood Center 

St. John Community Center 

Dove Springs Recreation Center 

East Austin Neighborhood Center 

Blackland Neighborhood Center 

 

Key Informant Interviews 
To round out the surveys and quantitative data, the team conducted key informant interviews with four members of 
the Austin Community Development Commission representing geographic areas of poverty. In addition, three 
Austin City Council members were interviewed.  
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Report Development 
The needs assessment report was compiled during the months of May and April incorporating the data from the 
above sources. The Community Development Commission approved the Needs Assessment Plan and discussed 
preliminary findings on May 12, 2015, and approved the final Needs Assessment on June 1, 2015.   
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Travis County, along with the entire Austin metropolitan area, has seen dramatic growth and demographic changes 
in recent years. Austin was listed by Forbes magazine as the second fastest growing city in America and continues to 
top òbest ofó lists including best economy and best quality of life indicators such as the best place to raise a family.  
This growth has been in concert with shifts in the demographics, the economy and educational system, and the 
housing market ð all factors that impact where and how overall poverty as well as poverty for specific sub-
populations is concentrated in Travis County. A summary of these causes and conditions of poverty in Travis 
County is listed below; the section that follows provides a more detailed overview of the quantitative causes and 
conditions of poverty compiled through the needs assessment process.  

Causes and Conditions of Poverty: Demographics 

¶ Travis County experienced population growth of over 30 percent from 2000 to 2013. 

¶ Poverty has dramatically increased in Travis County since 2000, with an increase in poverty from 9.9 percent to 
15.9 percent in 2013. 

¶ 52 percent of the Austin metropolitan areaõs poor population live in neighborhoods with poverty rates of 20 
percent or higher.  

¶ Low-income households are increasingly located in outer parts of Travis County and the surrounding counties 
and decreasingly located in the Central City.  The percentage of families with children is also decreasing in the 
central core. 

¶ Children are more likely to suffer from poverty in Travis County, with one in five children under the age of 18 
living in poverty.  Female headed households and racial and ethnic minorities have much higher rates of 
poverty.  In comparison, seniors have relatively low rates of poverty. 

¶ Poverty rates may be starting to decline in the City of Austin and Travis County. According to the City of 
Austin Demographer, this could be due to a growing suburbanization of poverty. 

¶ Disparities by race and ethnicity persist across many indicators, most prominently in criminal justice, but 
extending to health, basic needs, and education. 

¶ More than one-third of residents have low-incomes and one out of five struggle with food insecurity. People 
with low-incomes fare worse across a host of community indicators, from health to education.   

 

Causes and Conditions of Poverty: Economy & Educational System 

¶ While Travis County as a whole is doing well compared to other communities in many key indicators, many 
people living in poverty in Travis County are not experiencing that success and are often economically 
segregated in low-opportunity neighborhoods without access to quality schools and employment. 

¶ Without access to educational opportunities, low-income households will not be able to move out of poverty 
through better employment. 

¶ Low-income students are not seeing adequate gains in educational attainment. 

¶ Austinõs strong economy has led the area to achieve unemployment levels that are well below those of the 
nation as a whole, but the top five occupations pay $31,000 per year or less.  

 Overview of  the Causes and Conditions of  V.
Poverty in Travis County 
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¶ Local graduation and college readiness rates have improved, but only 30 percent of Central Texas high school 
graduates, and 13 percent of low-income graduates completed a post-secondary credential at a Texas institution 
of higher education within six years of finishing high school. 

Causes and Conditions of Poverty: Housing 

¶ The lack of affordable housing continues to challenge low-income households to stay in the neighborhood of 
their choice and African American and Hispanic households are no longer concentrated only in areas of Central 
and East Austin. 

¶ Over a third of households are housing òcost-burdened,ó including almost half of all renter households and 
three-fourths of renters with annual incomes below $50,000. 

¶ To meet current demand, the City of Austin Housing Market Study finds that Austin needs an additional 48,000 
rental units affordable to people earning $25,000 or less. 
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Travis County Demographic Overview 

Population Profile 
Travis County has had a population growth of over 30 percent from 2000 to 2013.  While Travis County has a 
smaller percentage of seniors than Texas, or the U.S., the population of those age 65 and over is the fastest growing 
population in the County followed by those age 45 to 64.          
              
 Figure V ð 1, Population Growth Forecast by County (2010-2050)     

 

  

Created By: Capital Area Council of Governments, Central Texas Regional Data, pulled April 21, 2015, 
http://www.capcog.org/data-maps-and-reports/central-texas-regional-data/ 
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Population Change from 2000 to 2013 

 
 

Total 
Population,  
2013 ACS 

Total 
Population,  
2000 Census 

Population 
Change from 
2000-2013 

Census/ACS 

Percent 
Change from 
2000-2013 

Census/ACS 

Travis County, 
TX 

1,063,248 812,280 250,968 30.9% 

Texas 25,639,372 20,851,820 4,787,552 22.96% 

United States 311,536,591 281,421,906 30,114,685 10.7% 

Note: This indicator is compared with the state average. Data breakout by demographic groups are not available. 
Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey. US Census Bureau, Decennial Census. Source 
geography: County 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology 
Background 

 

Percent Change in Population 

 
Travis County, TX 

(30.9%) 

Texas (22.96%) 

United States (10.7%) 

Geographic Distribution 

Urban and Rural Population 2010 
This indicator reports the percentage of population living in urban and rural areas. Urban areas are identified using 
population density, count, and size thresholds. Urban areas also include territory with a high degree of impervious 
surface (development). Rural areas are all areas that are not urban. Travis County, compared to other counties and 
the U.S., contains very little area designated as rural. 
 

Report Area Total Population Urban Population Rural Population Percent Urban Percent Rural 

Travis County, 
TX 

1,024,266 968,305 55,961 94.54% 5.46% 

Texas 25,145,561 21,298,039 3,847,522 84.7% 15.3% 

United States 312,471,327 252,746,527 59,724,800 80.89% 19.11% 

Data Source: US Census Bureau, Decennial Census. Source geography: Tract 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology Background 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.census.gov/acs/www/
http://www.census.gov/
http://www.census.gov/
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Geographic Distribution by Age 
The location of seniors and family households are almost opposite of each other, with seniors being located 
primarily in west Travis County and families located primarily in East, Far West, and Southwest portions of the 
County. 

 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and 
Methodology Background 

Figure V-2, Population Age 65 , 
Percent by Tract, ACS 2009-13 
 

 Over 20.0% 

 16.1 - 20.0% 

 12.1 - 16.0% 

 Under 12.1% 

 No Data or Data Suppressed 

 Report Area 

 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and 
Methodology Background 
 

Figure V ð 3, Households with 
Children (Age 0-17), Percent by 
Tract, ACS 2009-13 
 

 Over 35.0% 

 31.6 - 35.0% 

 28.1 - 31.5% 

 Under 28.1% 

 No Data or Data Suppressed 

 Report Area 
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Household/Family Type  
Travis County has fewer families with children under age 18 than the Texas or the U.S average.  The number of 
households with children continues to decrease in Travis County, with a decrease from 32.23 percent of total 
households in 2009 to 31.25 percent in 2013.3  In 2013, the City of Austin had only a 28.3 percent of households 
with children, fewer than the County as a whole, and much less than in previous decades.4 In 1970, according to the 
City of Austinõs Demographer, the City of Austin had 38.2 percent of households with children, which is closer to 
the Texas average today.5 

Family Households with Children, 2009 to 2013 5-Year Estimate 

 

Report Area Total Households 
Total Family 
Households 

Family Households 
with Children (Under 

Age 18) 

Family Households 
with Children (Under 
Age 18), Percent of 
Total Households 

Travis County, TX 411,876 237,213 128,704 31.25% 

Texas 8,886,471 6,206,755 3,392,748 38.18% 

United States 115,610,216 76,744,360 37,741,108 32.65% 

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey. Source geography: Tract 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology Background 

Age Distribution 

From 2000 to 2008, the fastest growing age groups in Travis County were people ages 45 to 64 and those under the 
age of 18.  From 2009 to 2013, the population of those under the age of 18 is one of the slowest growing 
populations and the growth of those between the ages of 45 to 64 have also slowed, but continue to make up a large 
amount of growth.  Travis County has seen an increase in young adults, with 14 percent growth rate between 2009 
to 2013, compared to a negative growth rate from 2000 to 2008.6  
 
Total Population by Age Groups, Percent, 2009-13 5 Year Estimate 

Report 
Area 

Age 0-4 Age 5-17 Age 18-24 Age 25-34 Age 35-44 Age 45-54 Age 55-64 Age 65  

Travis 
County, 
TX 

7.24% 16.41% 11.72% 19.18% 15.39% 12.82% 9.64% 7.61% 

Texas 7.55% 19.46% 10.27% 14.39% 13.69% 13.4% 10.56% 10.67% 

United 
States 

6.44% 17.28% 9.97% 13.39% 13.12% 14.29% 12.08% 13.43% 

Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey. US Census Bureau, Decennial Census. Source geography: County 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology Background 

                                                 
3 American Community Survey, Table B11005, 2005-09 
4 American Community Survey, Table B11005, 2009-13 
5 City of Austin, Ryan Robinson, http://www.austintexas.gov/sites/default/files/files/Planning/share-families-w-children.pdf 
6 Travis County Health and Human Services & Veterans Service, Research and Planning Division, Snapshot from the American 
Community Survey,  2008 and 2013, https://www.traviscountytx.gov/images/health_human_services/Docs/2013-ACS_Final.pdf 
 

http://www.census.gov/acs/www/
http://www.census.gov/acs/www/
http://www.census.gov/
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Household Income and Poverty 

Household Income 
Travis County has a higher median household income than Texas or the U.S.  An analysis done by Travis County 
HHS/VS, Research and Planning Division, shown in Figure V-4, shows that over 50 percent of household income 
is earned by the top 20 percent of earners.7  This control of income by the highest income households demonstrates 
the income disparity in the County, with those that make the lowest 20 percent of incomes only earning 3 percent 
of the total household income in the County.   
 
Household Income, 2009 to 2013 5-Year Estimate 

Report Area Median Household Income 

Travis County, TX $60,372 

Texas $51,714 

United States $52,250 

Note: Data breakout by demographic groups are not available. 
Data Source: US Census Bureau, Small Area Income & Poverty Estimates. Source geography: County 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology Background 
 

Figure V-4 

 

                                                 
7 Travis County Health and Human Services & Veterans Service, Research and Planning Division, Snapshot from the American 
Community Survey, 2013, https://www.traviscountytx.gov/images/health_human_services/Docs/2013-ACS_Final.pdf 

http://www.census.gov/did/www/saipe/
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Poverty 

Travis County had a six percent increase in Poverty from 2000 to 2013.  However, the poverty rate has decreased 

from the 2012 rate of 18 percent.8  While this could be seen as good news, those living in poverty may be leaving 
the County due to growing unaffordability.   The Austin Metro area was recently rated by the Martin Prosperity 
Institute as the most economically segregated large Metro area in America.9  This economic segregation is 
demonstrated by concentrations of income and poverty in parts of the County that are generally not located in 
areas of employment or educational opportunity.  

Poverty Rate Change 
Poverty rate change in the report area from 2000 to 2013 is shown below. According to the U.S. Census, the 
poverty rate for the area increased by 6%, compared to a national increase of 4.5%. 

Report 
Area 

Persons in 
Poverty 

2000 

Poverty Rate 
2000 

Persons in 
Poverty 

2013 

Poverty Rate 
2013 

Poverty Rate 
Change 

2000-2013 

Travis 
County, 
TX 

82,249 9.9% 174,374 15.9% 6% 

Texas 3,041,109 14.6% 4,531,419 17.5% 2.9% 

United 
States 

63,160,498 11.3% 97,615,778 15.8% 4.5% 

Note: This indicator is compared with the state average. Data breakout by demographic groups are not available. 
Data Source: US Census Bureau, Small Area Income & Poverty Estimates. Source geography: County 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology 
Background 
 

 

Poverty Rate Change 

 
Travis County, TX 

(6%) 

Texas (2.9%) 

United States (4.5%) 

Households in Poverty 
Poverty impacts children in Travis County the hardest with 22 percent of children under 18 living in poverty.  
Seniors in Travis County have the lowest rate of poverty.  Travis County has four times the number of female 
headed households in poverty than male headed households.  Hispanics and African Americans have much 
higher rates of poverty as well.  According to the Travis County HHS/VS, Research and Planning Division, 2014 
Community Impact Report, another indicator of estimating the basic cost of living is the Better Texas Family 
Budget tool developed by the Center for Public Policy Priorities.  According to this tool, households in the 
Austin-Round Rock-San Marcos metropolitan area need incomes at least double the poverty threshold to make 
ends meet.10  The Community Impact Report also looked at asset poverty and liquid asset poverty for the 
County.  Asset poverty refers to a householdõs asset, such as a home or business, taking into account debt and 

                                                 
8 U.S Census Bureau, Small Area Income and Poverty Estimates, 2012 
9 Insight: Segregated City, Richard Florida and Charlotta Mellander, Martin Prosperity Institute, 
http://martinprosperity.org/content/insight-segregated-city/ 
10 Travis County HHS/VS, Research and Planning Division, Food & Transportation 2014 Community Impact Report, 
https://www.traviscountytx.gov/images/health_human_services/Docs/cir-2014/Food-Transportation.pdf. 

http://www.census.gov/did/www/saipe/


  

19 
 

savings.  Liquid poverty refers to the number of households that have three months of savings.  The Report 
found that in Texas, about 26 percent of Texans are asset poor and 50 percent are liquid asset poor.11 

Figure V-5, Poverty Status by Age, Population for Whom Poverty Status is Determined, Travis County 2013 
(n=1,096,344) 

 
Child Poverty Rate (ACS) Ages 0-17, 2009 ð 2013 
Population and poverty estimates for children age 0-17 are shown for the report area. According to the American 
Community Survey 5 year data, an average of 23.7 percent of children lived in a state of poverty during the survey 
calendar year. The poverty rate for children living in the report area is greater than the national average of 21.6 
percent. According to Travis County HHS/VS, Research and Planning Division, in 2008, the one-year estimates 
showed that children had a poverty rate of 19 percent in Travis County, compared to 22 percent according to the 
one-year estimate for 2013.   The one-year estimate shows a slightly lower poverty rate than the 5-year estimate. 

Report Area 
Ages 0-17 

Total Population 
Ages 0-17 
In Poverty 

Ages 0-17 
Poverty Rate 

Travis County, TX 248,417 58,979 23.7 

Texas 6,840,903 1,727,801 25.3 

United States 72,748,616 15,701,799 21.6 

Note: This indicator is compared with the state average. Data breakout by demographic groups are not available. 
Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey. Source geography: County 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology 
Background 
 
 

 

Ages 0-17 Poverty Rate 

 
Travis County, TX 

(23.7%) 

Texas (25.3%) 

United States (21.6%) 

                                                 
11 Travis County HHS/VS, Research and Planning Division, Food & Transportation 2014 Community Impact Report, 
https://www.traviscountytx.gov/images/health_human_services/Docs/cir-2014/Food-Transportation.pdf. 

http://www.census.gov/acs/www/
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The chart below illustrates how poverty in Travis County impacts the yougest members the hardest, with one in 
four children under the age of 11 living in poverty in the County.  
  
Figure V-6, Poverty Status by Age, Population under 18 years Travis County, 2011 ð 2013 (n=253,252) 

 

 
Seniors in Poverty, 2009 to 2013 5-Year Estimate 
Poverty rates for seniors (persons age 65 and over) are shown below. According to American Community Survey 
estimates, there were 6,113 seniors, or 7.8 percent, living in poverty within the report area.  The American 
Community Survey one-year estimate shows a slightly lower poverty rate for 2013 of seven percent.  According to 
Travis County HHS/VS, the poverty rate for seniors decreased slightly from 2008, with a one-year estimate of 8 
percent to 2013 the number of seniors in poverty decreasing to 7 percent. 

Report Area 
Seniors 
Total 

Seniors 
in Poverty 

Senior 
Poverty Rate 

Travis County, TX 78,684 6,113 7.8 

Texas 2,652,550 299,125 11.3 

United States 40,544,640 3,793,577 9.4 

Note: This indicator is compared with the state average. Data breakout by demographic groups are not available. 
Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey. Source geography: County 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology 
Background 
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Travis County, TX 

(7.8%) 

Texas (11.3%) 

United States (9.4%) 

http://www.census.gov/acs/www/
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Households in Poverty by Family Type, 2009 to 2013 5-Year Estimate 
The number of households in poverty by type are shown in the report area. The U.S. Census Bureau estimates that 
there were 28,848 households living in poverty within the report area. 

Report Area Total Households 
Households in 

Poverty 
Total 

Households in 
Poverty 

Married Couples 

Households in 
Poverty 

Male 
Householder 

Households in 
Poverty 
Female 

Householder 

Travis County, 
TX 

237,213 28,848  10,627 3,277 14,944 

Texas 6,206,755 850,741 351,896 75,914 422,931 

United States 76,744,360 8,666,630 3,148,540 923,063 4,595,027 

Note: Data breakout by demographic groups are not available. 
Data Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey. Source geography: County 
Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology Background 
 

Poverty by Gender, Race and Ethnicity 
Females are slightly more likely to live in poverty in Travis County than males.  Hispanic households have the a high 
percentage of people living in poverty with over 28 percent living in poverty, compared to less than 12 percent of 
non-Hispanics.  Black, Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander, and Other Races also have a high percentage of the 
population living in poverty as well. 
 
Population in Poverty by Gender, 2009 to 2013 5-Year Estimate 

Report Area Total Male Total Female Percent Male Percent Female 

Travis County, TX 85,696 95,835 16.31% 18.55% 

Texas 1,984,244 2,432,585 16.1% 19.14% 

United States 20,955,836 25,707,598 14.11% 16.57% 

Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology Background 

 

 

Population in Poverty by Ethnicity Alone, 2009 to 2013 5-Year Estimate 

Report Area 
Total Hispanic / 

Latino 
Total Not Hispanic / 

Latino 
Percent Hispanic / 

Latino 
Percent Not Hispanic 

/ Latino 

Travis County, TX 99,151 82,380 28.24% 11.92% 

Texas 2,505,875 1,910,954 26.29% 12.33% 

United States 12,507,866 34,155,568 24.66% 13.5% 

Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology Background 
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Population in Poverty by Race Alone, Percent, 2009 to 2013 5-Year Estimate 

Report Area White 
Black or 
African 

American 

Native 
American / 

Alaska 
Native 

Asian 

Native 
Hawaiian / 

Pacific 
Islander 

Some Other 
Race 

Multiple 
Race 

Travis County, 
TX 

15.28% 23.35% 18.73% 15.35% 23.14% 31.28% 18.83% 

Texas 16.02% 24.17% 22.21% 12.04% 18.91% 26.9% 18.17% 

United States 12.53% 27.13% 28.56% 12.53% 19.58% 26.82% 20.06% 

Created By: Community Commons, Date Retrieved: March 25, 2015, See Appendix A for Data and Methodology Background 

 

Location of Poverty 
Poverty forms a crescent around the eastern side of Travis County with the majority of high areas of poverty East 
of I-35.  While central East Austin still has some poverty, poverty concentrations have moved out of the central city 
to east of 183, Southeast Austin, and North and Northeast Austin.
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Figure V-7, Poverty Rates by Census Tract ð Travis County, 2013 Data 

 

 
















































































































































